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WHAT 


WE 
THINK 


on the month’s news. 


Anti-race propaganda 
moves up a gear 


No-one with eyes to ‘see and ears to hear 
can fail to notice that during the past few 
months there has been a rising crescendo of 
media-manufactured alarm and hysteria con- 
cerning the alleged increase of so-called 
‘racial attacks’ in Britain. 

As part of this campaign there have been 
several TV documentaries focusing on what 
have been presumed to be ‘race murders’ in 
South London, all of which attempted to 
establish some connection between the 
murders and the setting up of the British 
National Party Bookshop in nearby Welling. 
In addition, prominent public figures have 
lent their voices to the outcry, among them 
the new Metropolitan Police Commissioner 
Paul Condon, who shortly after assuming his 
post solemnly announced that he regarded 
race crimes as the most serious threat to law 
and order in the nation’s capital. Condon 
addressed a meeting of the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews in June during 


which he said that he was ‘‘uneasy’’ with 


current ‘anti-racist’ laws, which he said 
were ‘‘at their weakest when dealing with 
offensive literature.” Quite clearly, 
London’s top policeman has been recruited 
into that growing lobby of powerful and 


- influential people who are clamouring for 


new legislation aimed at gagging even 
further than at present those who seek to 
protest against the tide of non-white immig- 
ration flooding Britain and the appalling 
social problems of multi-racialism that are 
its consequence. Not wishing to be outdone, 
the Labour Party has recently joined in the 
chorus, announcing that it intends to intro- 


— duce laws which would make ‘racial attacks’ 


a special new offence belonging to a 
category separate from, and presumably 
more serious than, assaults on people 
committed for other motives. If, on what- 
ever flimsy evidence, ‘racial attacks’ and in 
particular ‘race murders’ can somehow be 
demonstrated to result from the distribution 
of literature opposing the multi-racial 
society, massive new public pressures will 
be created for yet more draconian laws 
against literature of that kind — that at least 
is the clear objective that our masters have 
planned for us. 

This whole rumpus concerning ‘racial 
attacks’ is quite obviously being directed at 
that portion of the British public that lacks 
the ability to think rationally and is the most 
vulnerable to emotional blackmail. When the 
media and politicians speak of ‘racial 
attacks’, they mean specifically attacks by 
white people against non-Whites, never the 
reverse. That thousands of attacks of the 
latter nature are taking place in Britain 
weekly is not of the slightest interest to 
them. This was perfectly illustrated by the 
response of a TV reporter to whom this 
editor spoke during the last month. After the 
reporter had raised the matter of ‘racial 


attacks’ by Whites against non-Whites, the 
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editor asked him about those by non-Whites 
against Whites. He straightaway refused to 
acknowledge that such incidents ever took 
place, and even went so far as to attribute 
all black-on-white or Asian-on-White attacks 
to the ‘disadvantage’ which members of 
ethnic minorities had to suffer in a ‘white- 
dominated’ society. 

It is abundantly clear that the media 


‘manipulators and others responsible for the 


current agitation over ‘racial attacks’ have 
completely closed minds over the matter and 
are impervious to reason. If they had any 
genuine interest in stamping out the growing 
violence against persons and property that is 
plaguing our country they would treat all 
such violence as equally to be deplored — 
whether it bes committed by white against 
black, black against white or not across 
racial boundaries at all. 

Let it also be understood on just what 
evidence ‘racial attacks’. are recorded as 
such in the first place. According to a recent 
Metropolitan Police booklet on the subject, 
a ‘racial attack’ goes into police records 
merely when the victim or any other 
person reports it to have taken place! A 
thousand coloured citizens or their friends 
could report to their local police stations a 
thousand attacks on their persons and 
property and state them to be ‘racial’, and 
there they go into the book — without any 
proper investigation, let alone real proof, 
first that the attacks ever occurred at all and 
second that, if they did, they were racially 
motivated. The young son of black house- 
holders only has to be swinging a baseball 
bat in his parents’ drawing room and inad- 
vertently, if carelessly, lets go at it whereby 
it flies through the window, and the basis for 
a recorded ‘racial attack’ is created. Father 
finds a large stone in the garden and heaves 
it through the same broken window, making 
sure it hits part of the remaining window 
pane and picks up a few glass fragments 
thereby. He then phones the police and two 
PCs arrive and take down details. Just after 
the stone came through the window, says 
Father, he heard someone shout a racial 
slogan outside. Presto! Another racial attack 
has taken place. If the area happens to be 
one in which the British National Party has 
recently been leafletting, it of course is to 
blame! 

Probably, in the vast majority of domestic 
accidents that take place in ethnic minority 
homes no thought of such a spoof occurs to 
anyone. But it needs only a relatively small 
number of Blacks and Asians with political 
and racial axes to grind and thousands of 
‘racial incidents’ can be manufactured out of 
such mishaps, which go to build a quite 
frightening catalogue of ‘race crimes’ 
available for exploitation by the politically 
correct in their drive to stamp out all 
opposition to the mongrelising of Britain. 

Needless to say, no such hue and cry is 
likely when an elderly white lady is beaten 
by a West Indian mugger before her purse is- 
taken. If the mugger shouts ‘‘white trash’’ as 
he lays about his victim, she may mention 
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that fact in her later evidence to the police 
or she may not; in either event it is unlikely 
that she would think of describing her ordeal 
as a ‘racial attack’. The offence would 
probably be recorded as just another attack 
upon the person and as such would 
disappear into the vast mass of undetected 
and undetectable crime statistics that litter 
police files in every town and city in multi- 
racial Britain. And just supposing a friend of 
the poor woman later learned from her what 
her assailant said, and then approached a 
newspaper or TV reporter with a view to a 
story on the incident, you can be 99 per cent 
sure that the latter would react with total 
uninterest. 

Thus is Britain — so our masters hope — 
being conditioned to believe that ‘racial 
attacks’ (by which are meant attacks on 
coloured people by white folk, never the 
other way round) are now reaching crisis 
point to the stage almost of a state of 
national emergency. Part of the campaign 
objective is that even those — and they are 


many — who see through the nonsense and 
recognise the two-way traffic of inter-racial 
conflict will be so psychologically intim- 
idated by the incessant barrage of ‘race 
attack’ propaganda that they will not dare 
speak out in opposition to it, whether for 
fear of social ostracism, loss of their jobs or 
an early morning visit from the race police 
acting under directions from the likes of 
Commissioner Condon. 

In a situation like this what is essential is 
that native British people lose neither their 
capacity for clear thinking nor their nerve. A 
big onslaught on the latter is clearly being 
mounted. Whether it reaches the point of yet 
more oppressive race laws, we cannot say at 
this moment. Even if it does, however, it is 
not likely to bring us to a situation any 
worse than those prevailing in France and 
Germany..And in both those countries these 
laws have not stemmed the progress of 
rising nationalist movements; they have 
merely created a few additional land-mines 
that patriots need to watch out for when 
planning their offensives. We must see the 
hysteria about ‘racial attacks’ and the 
agitation for stiffer laws against ‘racists’ not 
as a leviathan that is poised to crush us but 
as a desperate rearguard action on the part 
of those whose world is collapsing and are 
on the run from the people they have long 
misgoverned. The hysteria and the agitation 
show that the multi-racialists are on the 
retreat. As we know so often happens, 
retreat can turn to panic. And panic is what 
lies behind this latest attempt to play on 
white guilt and white fear in order to stem a 
rising tide of white anger. It will not work. 


The oblong screen 
does its worst 


‘Parallel with the campaign to frighten the 
public over ‘racial attacks’ is an equally 
insidious drive to popularise racial mixing 
and to promote black role models who it is 
hoped will become the objects of hero- 
worship among the white youth of the West. 
Nothing in the drive is new; it has been in 
operation for many years. Lately, however, 
there are clear signs that it is being intens- 
ified far beyond anything attempted in the 
past. . 

TV viewers will have noticed a big 
increase in the last year or so of films, 
sitcoms and soaps with multi-racial themes. 
East Enders, politically correct from the 
beginning, has never lacked this dimension 
— portraying life in East London’s homes 
and pubs that is so remote from reality as to 
be laughable to anyone who knows the area 
as a candidate or campaigner in elections 
there. Now, somewhat later in the day, 
Coronation Street and Emmerdale, dealing 
with life in urban Lancashire and rural 
Yorkshire, seem anxious to make up for lost 
time in injecting multi-racialism into what 
used to be overhelmingly white scenarios. 

British TV, as always, imports a great 
deal of its trash from across the Atlantic — 
more so than ever today because of the 


virtual disappearance of the British film 
industry. Almost all new products contain 
multi-racial and indeed ‘anti-racist’ 
propaganda, a typical example being PU Fly 
Away, a series about desegregation days in 
the American South featuring — surprise, 
surprise! — a Jewish actor, Sam Waterston, 
in the leading role. At the same time, it is 
interesting to observe that among the old 
Hollywood movies from the forties and 
fifties taken out of cold storage by British 
TV networks an amazing proportion include 
some ‘anti-racist’? dimension. Those of us 
old enough to have been around when films 
of these vintages were first released will 
recall that not many of them contained 
propaganda of this type. Why are the 
minority that did now being picked for re- 
showing while most of the others are 
ignored? 

While all this has been happening we have 
seen a flood of black and brown faces enter 
the ranks of TV announcers, reporters, 
actors and actresses. We remember it being 
protested some years back that ethnic 
minority members were ‘under-represented’ 
on television. Well, that deficiency, if it 
ever existed, has certainly been remedied 
now! There seems no doubt whatever that 
today these people are grossly over-repres- 
ented on the oblong screen. Aside from 
Trevor Macdonald amd Moira Stewart (no, 
overseas readers, they are not Scottish!) 
reading our news regularly as they have 
done for some years, we now have a prolif- 
eration of ‘ethnics’ appearing before us daily 
and nightly in connection with all manner of 
programmes. So far, we are not aware of 
any of them reading the weather reports but 
we are sure that this racist omission will 
soon be made good and that indeed the PC 
lobby is already clamouring for such a 
change now. 

When we come to adverttsements, the 
avalanche is even more pronounced. Com- 
panies peddling their wares on TV seem to 
be particularly keen on employing athletic 
and muscular black male models for this 
purpose, most of all when the product in 
question is claimed to be good for the 
viewer’s health. Are we paranoid in 
imagining that this may have something to 
do with an attempt to arouse sexual feelings 
in naive young white females? Well, 
whether so or not it is noticeable that many 
of the black models are shown in poses with 
just such members of our womenfolk — as 
of course they are in countless scenes in 
films and soaps. Now it seems that the 
brainwashing is being taken a stage further, 
with white males being portrayed in more 
and more scenes with non-white females. 

Noticeable with the adverts, especially, is 
a regular background of screeching negroid 
music that batters the ears. This is not only 
played where Blacks are shown visually. but: 
in other advertisements as well. One well- 
known motor manufacturer seems partic- 
ularly strongly disposed to employing this 
type of noise as its cars are shown going 

; Contd. overleaf 
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through their paces on the highway — 
though just how such sound effects are 
supposed to help sell the cars is a mystery. 

This raises an interesting point. The 
industrial and commercial companies which 
spend considerable sums on TV advertising 
slots presumably wish to get their maximum 
money’s worth, in which case one would 
think that they would avoid using PC 
propaganda that was likely to do nothing to 


boost sales among the majority of viewers. - 7 


This opens up the question of whether such 
companies are being subjected to certain 
hidden pressures by other interests, or 
alternatively offered undisclosed induce- 
ments by those interests, in order to get 
them to dedicate advertising time and space 
to the promotion of multi-racialism? Are we 
being paranoid again? Are we getting 
obsessed with conspiracies? Perhaps. But in 
that case could some of our readers suggest 
to us what other influences are present in the 
makeup of these TV commercials? We ask 
the question because we would genuinely 
like to know. 

At any rate, whoever is behind it and for 
whatever purpose, there is no doubt at all 
that the black and brown invasion of our TV 
screens in now proceeding at a rate at least 
equal to, if not greater than, the black and 
brown invasion of our town and city neigh- 
bourhoods. It is increasingly rare today to 
come into a room when the set is switched 
on and not to see at least one dark face on 
view. This of course is quite apart from the 
growing homosexual presence ‘on the box’, 
which forms part of a separate, but related, 
study. | 

An attempt is being made to conquer and 
subjugate the British people by means of 
television. The threat of this succeeding is 
far greater than it ever was when in past 
centuries the armies and navies of hostile 
foreign powers were being massed across 
the Channel. Then we knew who the enemy 
was and we were infused with the will to 
resist him. Now millions of us sit lazily back 
in their armchairs and welcome this germ 
warfare as ‘entertainment’, sometimes even 
as ‘education’. Should King Philip of Spain 
and Napoleon Bonaparte, from their lofty 
sojourns in Valhalla, be gifted with the 
power to look down in witness on what is 
happening now, they surely would be asking 
themselves: ‘‘Why didn’t we think of that?”’ 


The dangers we make 
for ourselves 


According to a recent study by the United 
Nations Population Fund, world population 
is set to double from 5.57 billion now to 
11.6 billion by the year 2150. In a report by 
David Norris in the Daily Mail on July 7th 
this was described as ‘‘a grim picture... of 
a future world overwhelmed by a huge 
population explosion and mass migration.”’ 
And, continued the writer:- 
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TWO MAGAZINES WITH A SINGLE IDEA 


The picture on the left appeared in the TV Times of the 17-23 July. The one on the 

right appeared in the Radio Times of the same week. Both were advertising a 

programme broadcast at 5.30 p.m. on July 17 entitled Truth or Dare, a sitcom 

described as being ‘‘set in an inner London youth club.’’ Were the editors of the two 

magazines in collusion in the publication of photos of the same black and white couple? 
Or did their minds just naturally work that way? 


**... the exploding birthrate will threaten 
the more prosperous countries and cities as 
they are inundated with waves of migrants 
from poorer regions.”’ 


And he went on:- 


‘*Around the globe, the migrant population 
now totals around 100 million — double 
what it was four years ago. And the flood 
is ‘certain to grow,’ the report warns, - 
adding that people are already uprooting 
themselves and seeking better lives else- 
where ‘on a scale unknown in history.’ 

‘* ‘Unchecked migration could become the 
human crisis of our age,’ said Miss Nafis 
Sadik, head of the unit which produced the 
study.”’ 


Here is a classic case — one among so 
many — of liberals and globalists crying in 
alarm at a which is entirely of their own 
making, and then urging upon us masses that 
it is our duty to ‘do something’ about it — 
for the latter 1s always the implied message 
of any such pronounce-ment. In fact, had the 
world been in diff-erent hands and world 
events taken a diff-erent course after 1945 
none of these problems which now perplex 
and agonise the liberal mind would have 
existed. Sane policies would have taken us 
along an entirely different road, as will be 
illustrated by the three following examples:- 


(1) In response to the inability of Third 
World countries to feed themselves and in 
other ways manage their economic affairs 
competently, the advanced countries would 
have minded their own business and let 
natural forces operate to keep Third World 
population numbers down. This _ policy 
would in fact have been far more humane 
than that of subsidising the Third World 
with massive aid programmes and thereby 
encouraging further prolific breeding, with 
the result of yet more suffering and more 
hunger, not to say-more millions wanting to 
flee their wretched existence and seek 
prosperity in the West. 

(2) At the same time, westerners would not 


have pursued the fanatical ‘birth control’ 
programmes among their own peoples which 
have done yet more to upset the population 
balance between the advanced world and the 
Third World. Over the past two decades, 
our numbers have remained almost static 
while the numbers of the ‘underdeveloped’ 
nations have multiplied at a unparalleled 
rate. Hence the prospect that world popu- 
lation will double in the next century and a 
half — almost all of this increase being 
among backward peoples. 

(3) Last but not least, the advanced western 
countries would not have tolerated for a 
moment the flood of Third World immig- 
rants that has poured into their territories. 
The barriers would have gone up, and 
western governments would have not been 
afraid to proclaim unashamedly that rules 
regulating immigration into western 
countries would be based on ethnic consider- 
ations. In other words, we would have 
spared ourselves an immense problem by 
being uncompromisingly ‘racist’. Once Third 
World peoples had got the message they 
would not even have wasted their time 
thinking about migration to the West as a 
solution to their woes, let alone getting on 
planes and arriving in their multitudes at 
western airports. 


Liberals and global thinkers would of 
course recoil in horror at such policies, but 
it has been precisely the avoidance of these 
policies that has landed us in the mess ih 
which we now find ourselves and about 
which said liberals and global thinkers are 
now wailing and wringing their hands. 

So much for what ought to have been 
done in the past. What now can be done to 
put things right? 

What now can be done is precisely what 
we:should have done half a century ago: do 
nothing to encourage the breeding of Third 
World populations; do everything possible to 
encourage the breeding of our own popu- 
lations; and stop any further Third Worlders 


r 


- migrating to our countries. 

Plus of course dispatching back to the 
Third World those migrants and their des- 
cendants who are now here. | 
-` Will such good sense ever come to 
prevail? We can be quite sure it will not as 
long as people of the present mentality 
occupy the seats of political power and 
determine the ‘received wisdom’ that passes 
for orthodox opinion. A potential catastrophe 
of the scale indicated in the UNPF study 
simply cannot be averted with the use of kid 
gloves. British and other western govern- 
ments must be prepared to act with complete 
ruthlessness in defence of their borders and 
in protection of their vital national interests, 
and they must be ready to stand firm in the 
face of the all the orchestrated yammering 
and yowling of the professional ‘humanit- 
arians’, do-gooders, bleeding hearts and 
‘carers’ who undoubtedly would raise the 
roof in protest against such policies. 
Frankly, we cannot see any such firmness 
emerging within the framework of existing 
political institutions, which seem inevitably 
to breed softness, weakness and impotence 
when it comes to squaring up to the really 
big challenges. It means, in effect, that 
unless those institutions are changed and a 
totally different type of leadership prevails in 
the nations of the advanced world western 
civilisation is simply going to swamped by 
the tide of Third World proliferation, 
migration and — ultimately — conquest. 


The Maastricht vote: the 
lessons to be learned 


The depressing squalor of contemporary 
British politics, upon which we have comm- 
ented frequently in these columns, reached 
new depths last month during the final stages 
of the passage through parliament of the 
Maastricht Treaty. 

The methods employed by Mr. Major to 
get his way on the Treaty were beneath con- 
tempt. But at the end of the day the so-called 
parliamentary ‘rebels’ came out of the affair 
with little more credit. They were simply 
‘bought off? by a combination of threats, 
bribes and confidence-trickery. A great 
many were dissuaded from voting against the 
Government on the Social Chapter amend- 
ment by tactics similar to those employed 
during the earlier reading of the Maastricht 
bill last November: hints of deselection, 
pressure against wives and even physical 
intimidation. Then those who could not be 
dragooned into the fold in this way were, 
with one exception, later brought into line 
by the Premier’s ‘confidence’ motion, which 
faced them with the prospect of a general 
election and the possibility — in many cases 
the probability — of the loss of their seats. 
Here a note of farce crept into the proceed- 
ings, for, as made clear in an article in The 
Observer by Simon Hoggart and Paul Rout- 
ledge on the 25th July, ‘‘Major’s threat to 
the rebels amounted to saying: ‘You will 
have to vote for me whether you like it or 
not, because if we have an election I am so 
unpopular you will all lose your seats.’ ”’ 


in other words, the writers said, the Prime 
Minister was ‘‘being forced to use his own 
lack of stature as a bargaining tool.’’ 

In this way. Major got his majority, but in 
the process he undermined yet further what 
little authority he had left in his party, in 
parliament and in the country. And the 
episode opened up yet further the already 
yawning chasm between parliament and the 
political class, on.the one hand, and the 
British people on the other. If this helps to 
add to the exposure of our political instit- 
utions as rotten to the core, then some good 
may have come out of the exercise. 

Not the least of the symptoms of the rot 
was the manner in which the compliance of 
Ulster Unionist MPs was obtained. For 
years, it has been obvious that the covert 
policy objective of one Conservative 
Government after another is the ditching of 
Northern Ireland and the latter’s incorpor- 
ation in a united Irish Republic, and that has 
been underlined by one concession after 
another to republican demands for inclusion 
in the province’s decision-making processes. 
Faced with the prospect of the Ulster Union- 
ist caucus voting against the Government, 


Major was forced into the expedient of a 


shallow and meaningless back-room ‘deal’ 
with the Unionists in which the latter were 
promised a Northern Ireland select comm- 
ittee at Westminster from which the Rep- 
ublic would be excluded. Given the realities 
of the Government’s long-range policy, such 
a promise would not be worth the paper it 
was written on (if it was ever put to paper). 
It appears, however, to have helped bring 
the Unionists into line. Unionist compliance 
was eventually clinched by the threat of a 
general election which would have made 
virtually certain the return of a Labour 
Government — though that would have 


altered only the timing of a British aban- 


donment of Ulster, not the intention of it. 

A British Government dedicated to the 
duty to govern would determine its Ulster 
policy, like all others, in accordance with 
the national interest; and the national interest 
has always dictated a single-minded and 
uncompromising commitment to the Union 
with Northern Ireland. To this Government, 
however, all policies and commitments are 
to be evaluated according to their usefulness 
in maintaining it in office. Expediency ruled 
that a pro-Unionist gesture be called for, and 
such a gesture was made — to the fury of 
the Eire Government, which immediately 
lodged a strong protest through its embassy 
in London. ‘‘The Prime Minister,” said an 
Irish spokesman, ‘‘was left in no doubt as to 
how seriously we viewed the possibility of 
any understanding which would indicate that 
the British Government had shifted towards 
a partisan stance in its handling of Northern 
Ireland affairs.” 

A partisan stance? A British Government 
stance of putting British interests before 
foreign interests? What an outrageous 
suggestion! 

We always knew of course that in the end 
the Tory ‘rebels’ would give in. It is not that 


all of them are by any means bad people; it 
is simply that they are people lacking in the 
moral fibre, in the basic inner toughness, to 
pursue a fight to the bitter end —. even 
though it be a fight in which the whole 
future of Britain as a free nation is at stake. 
Needless to say, many of them will ration- 
alise their surrender by reference to political 
realities, the main reality of which is that a 
Labour Government would be committed 
much more totally to Maastricht and 
European integration than is the present 
Tory one. Here again we have yet another 
example of that corrosive malaise of post- 
war British politics: the preference of opting 
for a thoroughly bad policy on the grounds 
that the alternative policy would be even 
worse. In this way Britain has made a 
succession of retreats from great empire to 
small island in a mere 48 years. The object- 
ives of those dedicated to the worser policy 

have always, in the end, been achieved — 
by the simple stratagem of offering polit- 
iclans two routes to the same destination out 
of which, just for the moment, they may 
select the less painful one. Politicians — as 
distinct from real national leaders — are of 
a breed always accustomed to thinking of 
short-term advantage and survival.: Give 
them a lesser evil and they will vote for it, 
the attraction of this choice being that it 
allows them to cloak in the finery of patriot- 
ism decisions whose underlying motives are 
personal and career-centred. 

The Maastricht ‘rebels’ might have 
reacted differently to Mr. Major’s apparent 
kamikaze threats to call for a dissolution of 
parliament and go to the country; they might 
have called his bluff. They might have cal- 
culated that the Premier’s attachment to his 
own office was at least as singular and 
tenacious as their attachment to their 
parliamentary seats, and that, confronted 
with a clear determination on their part not 
to yield an inch, he would find a way of 
wriggling out of his election threat by calling 
for conciliation and compromise — all of 
course for the sake of the Tory Party and the 
country and not for the sake of John Major! 

But just supposing that Major had not 
been bluffing and that he would actually 
have called an election after failing to win 
the Maastricht vote — an election that 
resulted in his own downfall as premier, the 
installation of a Labour Government and 
many of the ‘rebels’ losing their seats. 

Labour would have got on with the job of 
misgoverning the country, making things 
perhaps just marginally worse than they 
already are. But the rebels would have won 
immense national respect and provided a 
rallying point for patriotic resistance, for 
which a fresh catalyst would have been 
created. It would have been demonstrated 
that someone in the political mainstream was 
prepared to make a stand for Britain and to 
go all the way. Who knows what possibil- 
ities might have emerged from such a crisis? 

In the end, however, caution and coward- 
ice won the day. At least from this the 
nation may have learned something. 
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TIME FOR SENSE ON THE 
‘SPECIAL RELATIONSHIP’ 


JOHN TYNDALL looks at a particularly silly piece of 
journalism about Americans and Germans 


LONG-TIME READERS of the ‘Peter 
Simple’ column in the Daily and Sunday 
Telegraph will be familiar with Jack 
Moron, one of the many hilarious 
characters created by writer Michael 
Wharton to personify particularly idiotic 
trends in modern politics and journalism. 
The original Jack Moron was not a trendy 
lefty, like so many of the Simple creations, 
but a particularly stupid newspaper writer 
whose effusions were more in the Tory 
jingo mould, specialising most of all on 
attacks on the ‘Wicked Hun’ and such 
other bogeys as represented threats to 
Britain more imaginary than real. 

Jack Moron and his column seemed last 
month to have reappeared in the Daily Mail 
when Paul Johnson penned an article titled 
‘This insidious Germanic streak in Uncle 
Sam’s psyche’. Johnson is one of those one- 
time far-left journalists who grew up a little 
in the process of graduating from youth to 
middle age. I recall him in 1968 using the 
columns of the New Statesmen, which for a 
time he edited, to drool over the nut-case 
student ‘revolutionaries’ who in that year 
turned Paris and certain other world capitals 
into riot zones in their attempt to register 
their protest over issues of the time that few 
people today can even remember. Later 
graduating away from this juvenile radical 
chic, Johnson ended up in the 1980s as 
something of a Thatcherite Tory, in which 
capacity he has incorporated into his make- 
up a strange jumble of ideas which vary 
from the commonsense to the excruciating. 
One day one finds onself applauding him 
and the next day wondering what keeps his 
ears apart. It was very much the latter 
thought that preoccupied me as | read his 
recent Daily Mail effort, appropriately illus- 
trated by a drawing of Uncle Sam in 
jackboots performing the goosestep and 
giving a Hitler salute. Upon seeing this, my 
first reaction was to wonder whether the 
writer was having a joke with his readers, 
but a perusal of the article made it clear that 
he was quite serious. In it, Johnson 
somehow managed to encapsulate most of 
the idiotic superstitions of muddle-to-late 
20th century Toryism — so much so that it 
seemed worth an article in these columns to 
analyse the nonsense. 


PARADOX 


It is an odd paradox that that Tory 
thinking that has lain at the root of so much 
of Britain’s modern decline and impotence 
still appears to its believers as the quin- 
tessence of enlightened ‘patriotism’. The 
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world is divided with quite childlike simp- 
licity into ‘friends’ and ‘enemies’. This 
division does not reflect realistic assess- 
ments of interests but rather a naive goodie- 
baddie perspective based on ideological 


This ` 


insidious | 


by PAUL JOHNSON 


Germanic 
Streak m 
Uncle 


preference and a choice of policy options 
that is essentially emotional. Dominating the 
Tory mind since mid-Victorian times has 
been a totally irrational dislike and fear of 

Contd. on next page 
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PABULUM FOR MORONS 
This was the heading and drawing used with Paul Johnson’s Daily Mail article analysed 
here | 


Germany and an equally irrational infatu- 
ation with America, both of which have 
flown in the face of real British interests. 
Describing these sentiments in a Spearhead 
editorial in November 1992, I put it thus:- 


é6 


Underlying the recent outbursts 
against the Germans by the Prime 
Minister, Chancellor and Foreign Secret- 
ary, Nicholas Ridley, Mrs. Thatcher, 
Uncle Tom Cobley and all is a deep-seated 
British neurosis rooted in an inferiority 
complex that dates from a time of indeter- 
minate exactitude but can be reckoned to 
le somewhere between the establishment 
of the Second Reich in 1871 and the 
conclusion of the First World War. It was 
during those years that it began to dawn on 
the self-righteous and complacent British 
ruling and talking classes that our leading 
power status was under serious threat. That 
the threat came from across the Atlantic 
just as much as from across the Rhine 
seemed not to disturb such folk to anything 
like the same extent. Americans were 
somehow regarded as honorary Brits 
whose interests would never conflict with 
our own and who anyway shared with us a 
commitment to such popular abstractions as 
‘democracy’, ‘freedom’ and laissez-faire 
ways of doing things. The British felt 
comfortable in the face of the rise of 
American power, notwithstanding that the 
realities of world geopolitics dictated a 
very different attitude, by contrast, there 
was a resentment at the rise of German 
power which had much less practical justif- 
ication and which could only be explained 
by feelings as to an ‘alienness’ of German 
customs and culture which flew in defiance 
of the facts of kindred racial origins.” 


UNREQUITED LOVE 


The love affair on the part of the British 
ruling classes with America in due course 
became known as the ‘special relationship’. 
This love always had the self-degrading 
flavour of one that was, for the most part, 


unrequited. Indeed, British emotions towards — 


the United States have, in their most extreme 
expression, assumed something of the 
character of a feminine sexual fantasy, 
becoming the more ardent and jealous the 
more reality demonstrated its hopelessness. 
The fantasy has cost Britain dear, not only 
in pride and self-respect, but in a debil- 
itating loss of real power as it has led to 
actions on both the international and 
domestic stage of such self-destructiveness 
that the world has gaped incomprehensively 
at our folly. We have supported the 
Americans like an adoring poodle in their 
madcap adventures in the Middle East 
dictated almost solely by Washington’s 
omnipotent Israeli Lobby. We have ditched 
one vital British weapon of. war after 
another, from the TSR2 fighter-bomber to 
the Nimrod early-warning anti-missile 
system, on the assumption that the American 
shield makes it unnecessary for Britain to 
have either an independent defence policy or 
the capacity to maintain it. We have surren- 
dered an empire largely under the duress of 
American pressure, allowing US influence to 
become predominent first in Canada and 


later in Australasia. At home we have 
scuttled from the larger part of Ireland and 
stand poised to scuttle from the remainder 
for fear of being insubordinate to our 
Transatlantic overlords, while in the 
meantime any virile campaign against Irish 
terrorism is eschewed for no better reason 
than that it will jeopardise ‘Anglo-American 
relations’. 

This quite pitiful saga of cringing and 
grovelling westwards now approaches its 
nemesis as it becomes increasingly clear that 
the ‘special relationship’ is being repudiated 
by the Americans explicitly as well as 
implicitly. In a secret US Government 
document recently leaked in Washington it is 


made clear that President Clinton puts: 


Germany at the top of a list of 50 countries 
considered most important to American 
interests, while France is bracketed in 
second place above ourselves. This 
American attitude is consistent with current 
US moves to co-opt Germany and Japan 
onto the United Nations Security Council, 
where up to now Britain alone among 
western powers has had a place alongside 
her. | 


JILTED BRIDE MENTALITY 


A proud and vigorous nation, confident of 
its own strength and capability and dedicated 
single-mindedly to its own interest, would 
react to these developments with complete 
indifference, recognising that it was entirely 
America’s business what relationships she 
wished to establish with other powers and 
getting on with its own business in a spirit 
of independence and self-reliance. 
Unhappily, Britain is no such nation today. 


_ Decades of acclimatisation to subservience, 


attended by wholesale loss of any sense of 
national honour, seems to have fitted her 
only for the role of jilted bride. And it is in 
this spirit that our leaders and so many of 
our newspaper scribblers have responded to 
the new situation. Mr. Major is reported to 
be making desperate efforts to keep the 
special relationship intact and has devoted a 
large part of his time and energies at the 
recent Tokyo summit to that purpose. In the 
meantime, many of our opinion-formers 
have been busy warning us of the dire 
consequences to ourselves if that relationship 
evaporates. And here is where Mr. Johnson 
comes in. 

In a piece of journalistic inanity without 
parallel in this writer’s memory, he tries to 
explain the formal burial of the special relat- 
ionship by reference to the German element 
in America’s population and in American 
thinking. Just listen to this one for laughs:- 

‘‘There is indeed a Teutonic streak in 

American society, and not always an 

agreeable one. The urge to push ideas to 

extremes, to create intellectual systems 
lacking in humanity or common sense, is 

an occasional, unwelcome American char- 

acteristic, which springs in great part from 

its Germanic inheritance.’”’ 

And what does Mr. Johnson have in mind 
here? He makes this clear in the following 


paragraphs:- 

“The latest manifestation of this intem- 
perate, quasi-totalitarian spirit is Political 
Correctness, the disease now sweeping 
American campuses, of which Hilary 
Clinton is a chronic victim and with which 
she has infected her spouse. 
‘*The Clinton White House is a citadel of 
PC. The personnel of each department 
there, and the agencies it controls, must 
have a ‘profile’ which corresponds to PC 
principles: that is, a minimum percentage 
not only of Blacks and women but of all 
other officially classified minorities, and of 
homosexuals and lesbians to boot. 

‘*... A White House with this intellectual 

atmosphere is, not surprisingly, inclined to 

be chilling to Britain and welcoming to 

Germany.” 

Here is just another indication that in the 
mind of the Hun-hating British Tory the 
Germans just cannot win whatever they are 
doing or whatever is being done in their 
name. When ‘racism’ manifests itself on the 
political scene, that is a particularly 
unpleasant ‘German’ trait, derived from 
Nazi-style theories of Aryan racial super- 
iority. The Germans, you see, are the ones 
who, because of Hitler and his modern 
successors, are principally responsible for 
the ‘racist’ tendencies that we see every- 
where. 

But when fanatical ‘anti-racism’ raises its 
head, as demonstrated in the antics of the 
politically correct brigade, with their 
insistence on racial quotas in government 
appointments and the like, that also is 
German. Once you take up a position of 
believing that all nasty and unwelcome 
phenomena have a German origin, you are 
entitled to have it both ways, to have your 
cake and eat it. 

- That the Germans can do nothing right is 
demonstrated by Johnson again when in the 
same article he says:- 


**The Germans invented the welfare state, 
under the ferocious Prince Bismarck, who 
created it to distract the German workers 
from such dangerous concepts as demo- 
cracy.” 


So here we have it again — when the 
welfare state was introduced in Britain by 
Lord Beveridge in the 1940s this was due to 
a humane, if in some ways misguided, 
impulse to improve the lot of the working 
class and to help the poor and the unfor- 
tunate. But when the Germans, under 
Bismarck’s impress, did the same thing 
some sixty or so years earlier that was 
merely a sinister and cunning attempt to buy 
the workers off so as to leave the state free 
to trample on their democratic rights! 


‘RIGHTEOUS CAUSE’ 


It is all reminiscent of the Sunday Times 
columnist who had a neat answer’ to a 
German letter-writer who had objected to 
Britain erecting a statue to Air Vice Marshal 
‘Bomber’ Harris, who gave the orders to 
demolish huge residential areas of German 
cities and incinerate hundreds of thousands 
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TIME FOR SENSE ON THE 
“SPECIAL RELATIONSHIP’ 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


of people, while we still spoke of Luftwaffe 
raids on London and Coventry as ‘atroc- 
ities’. The difference, the columnist said, 
was that Britain and her allies were fighting 
in a righteous cause while the Germans 
weren't! 


MAJOR 
America’s lap- 
dog, just like 
his predecessors 


That is precisely the kind of answer which 
no doubt would bring a nod from the head 
of Paul Johnson, who went on to say:- 


66 


if there is a German streak in 
America, there is a far more important and 
valuable Anglo-Saxon one: a fundamental 
element which gave the Great Republic its 
passion for liberty, for freedom of speech 
and publication, and for the rule of law — 
and which endowed it with that generous 
humanitarianism always present in 
America’s sometimes brash and clumsy | 
efforts to create a better world.” 


The message here is clear. When America 
acts disagreeably, and when we import 
Transatlantic influences of an undesirable 
nature, it is because of the large German 
element in the US population. When, on the 
other hand, America plays the role of the 
universal ‘good guy’, and bestows on the 
rest of the world things that enrich it and 
make life better for everyone, that is because 
of the also large Anglo-Saxon element in the 
country. Entirely absent here is any thought 
that there might be another, numerically 
smaller but even more influential and 
powerful, element in the United States which 


also has an enormous bearing on the way ` 


that country behaves and on the quality of 
those things in our midst that we are 
accustomed to calling ‘American’! _ 

Of course, this neatly black and white 
picture reflects only the bigotry of the writer 
and the school of thought in Britain that he 
represents. I myself have travelled in many 
parts of the USA and met ample number of 
number of Americans of both German and 
British descent. What has always struck me 
is how similar they are — in physical 
appearance, in personality, in outlook, in 
manners, in tastes and in attitudes. If there 
is a fanatical and intolerant element in 
American life, with a tendency — to put it 
in Mr. Johnson’s words — ‘‘to push ideas to 
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extremes’’ and ‘‘to create . intellectual 
systems lacking in humanity and common 
sense,’’ it is not the German element. Nor is 
it the German element which is in the 
vanguard of Political Correctness. If Mr. 
Johnson were to have made even just an 
elementary investigation into the identities of 
those behind most of the excesses of the PC 
movement, he would know this. But then 
that would bring him up against an ethnic 
group which, unlike the Germans, simply 
cannot be criticised. Kraut-bashing is so 
much easier than laying a finger of con- 
demnation upon these people — the Germans 
don’t have an Anti-Defamation League to hit 
back at you, for a start! 


MORE ROBUST ATTITUDE 


But to return to the special relationship, a 
much more robust commentary on this came 
from Andrew Alexander, also writing in the 
Daily Mail a few days before the Johnson 
article appeared. He said:- 


‘John Major, so we are told, is trying to 
use the Tokyo summit to rebuild Britain’s 
‘special relationship’ with the US. 
Recently, there have been clear signs that 
Washington favours transferring its affect- 
ions to the Germans. 
‘“‘Let us hope the Prime Minister fails. The 
special relationship has been a snare and a 
delusion. Over the decades since the war, 
it has amounted to little more than an 
understanding that Britain will slavishly 
follow the US line. Any step the 
Americans took was sure to be followed by 
the announcement that Britain supported it 
fully — fulsomely, in fact — whether it 
was in Vietnam, Iran, Iraq, Libya, the 
_ Gulf, Lebanon, in support of dictatorships 
North and South, East or West. 
‘In return for what? British Prime 
Ministers could usually could rely on being 
first in the queue to see a new President. 
Bands and bouquets were laid on ad lib. 
Ego-massaging was guaranteed. 
‘‘But the relationship has never stopped the 
US pursuing its own interests with its usual 
ruthlessness. For example, Washington 
may pay tribute to British friendship, but 
that has never stopped it trying to under- 
mine the British link with Northern 
Ireland. 
‘*... The relationship has been special only 
in the sense that it has been undignified. 
John Major may be keen to restore the 
special relationship. It would be sad if this 
was one endeavour in which he actually 
succeeded.” 


This sentiment, which I wholly endorse, 
is something which I sincerely hope my 
many friends in the US will not take to be 
‘anti-American’. In fact I find the anti- 
Americanism of the left in this country just 
as repulsive as the fawning pro-Americanism 
of the Tory right. What we need is neither 
an anti-American nor a pro-American policy 
but simply a pro-British one. Such a pro- 
British policy will recognise that there are 
times when the interests of Britain and the 
United States will converge and times when 
they will diverge. In the first instance we 
can work together, while in the second we 
must work separately. In fact, natural ties of 


kinship between ourselves in Britain and 
what is still the largest ethnic group in the 
US should lead to these interests converging 
much more than they do. That they do not 
converge more is something we can attribute 
to the political forces presently dominant in 
America and these forces’ perception of 
what is good for them. At any rate, as long 
as these are the dominant forces in that 
country we have to live with that fact and 
shape our own policies accordingly. The fact 
today points to there being no ‘special 
relationship’ between Britain and America 
except in the imagination of British polit- 
icians and journalists who live in a cloud- 
cuckooland a million miles removed from 
present-day realities. 


STRONGER POWER 


Even Johnson occasionally lets his feet 
touch the ground in his article, such as when 
he says:- 

‘‘Germany has a much bigger economy 

than ours, ‘a stronger currency and an 

ability to pick up hefty bills if necessary. 

All this carries weight in the White 

House.”’ 


Indeed it does, for whatever her current 
faults America, unlike Britain, does at least 
deal with the rest of the world with an 
attitude of realism which recognises the 
paramountcy of questions of power. 
Germany’s record since World War II and 
up till very recently has been one of con- 
tinuous economic success, while ours has 
been one of almost continuous economic 
decline. Add to this the fact that Britain, 
alienated from her overseas dominions, is no 
match for a reunified Germany in terms of 
power of any kind, economic or otherwise. 
If Germany is now treated by others as a 
nation of much more importance than we 
are, we should should not be bitching about 
it; we should be looking carefully inwards at 
ourselves to see what wrong-turns of policy 
have reduced us to such a condition. And if 
we did, we should have the. sense to recog- 
nise that one of the major ones has been our 
ruling classes’ pathological dislike of 
Germany and their dog-like devotion to 
America. 

Old attitudes die hard in British politics, 
and there are none that have taken longer to 
die than this one. At last there are some 
encouraging signs of illumination in this 
area, and the commonsense observations of 
Andrew Alexander are an example. 

Contrary to what some may glean from 
this article, I would like to see good 
relations between Britain and America in the 
coming century. Apart from this making 
sound political sense, I confess that, warts 
and all, I like the country and like the 
people — at least those- of the original 
pioneer stock. 

But I believe good Anglo-US relations 
will best be served by Britain acting like a 
strong and independent great power — 
which she could be, given certain funda- 
mental changes of policy — rather than as 
Sist state. 


THE RISE OF THE BRITISH 
SECRET SUBVERSIVE 


JOHN GREGORY looks into what lies behind the recent 
extension of government security services 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY members 
and supporters who live in the London 
area, or activists who are visiting the 
capital, might like to spend an hour or so 
one Sunday on a short sight-seeing 
excursion which may serve to illustrate the 
shape of things to come in Britain, a 
Britain which is increasingly living up to 
George Orwell’s nightmare vision of a 
ruthless and soul-less police state. 

So it is that on opposite sides of the River 
Thames, placed diagonally to one another 
between Vauxhall and Lambeth Bridges, two 
huge construction projects have recently 
been completed, one a massive refurbish- 
ment of an existing stone building and the 
other an ominous-looking brand new block 
of concrete and green glass, shaped 
curiously like an octopus. 

Unobtrusive enough structures as they 
may seem in a Central London already jam- 
packed with skyscrapers, their relevance to 
nationalists, revisionists and the like is that 
they represent a step up in the activity of the 
security services: to be precise, the Estab- 
lishment, in the guise of MI6 (‘counter- 
espionage’) and MI5 (‘intelligence-gather- 
ing’), is limbering up for the forthcoming 
collapse of ‘democracy’. 

It might at this point be germane to 
mention that construction-workers known to 
the current writer and who have been 
involved with patriotic organisations have 
failed security scans and been refused 
clearance to work on similar top-secret 
projects. 

The prospective objects of the attentions 
of operatives working in these leviathans — 
with their underground bunkers, milesi of 
communications cables and satellite 
receivers, psychological warfare depart- 
ments and personality profile capabilities — 
should be obvious to any politically aware 
patriot who has spent a few years as an 
activist on ‘‘the wrong side of the tracks.”’ 
But with doublespeak being the order of the 
day the excuse given by the media mouth- 
pieces for this new exercise — coming as it 
has at a time when the end of the ‘cold war’ 
and the collapse of communism have 
supposedly made for more stable inter- 
national relations — was both predictable 
and laughable. 


LR.A. PRETEXT 


_ According to the authorities, there is a 
stepping up in anti-IRA activity on the part 
of the security services, and responsibility 
for the said activity is being transferred from 
Scotland Yard to MI6 and MIS. What ridic- 


LONDON’S LUBIANKA? 
The new MI6 building on the South Bank 


ulous rubbish! Even the IRA chiefs them- 
selves must know that they are tolerated and 
kept ‘on the boil’ by an establishment which 
from the very outset has had the capability 
to smash their operations if it had so wished. 

The simple truth is that the cloak-and- 
dagger globalists who pull the strings in real 
power politics in this country have other 
preoccupations besides an organisation that 
is actually consolidating one of the main 
planks of their policy: the ditching of 
Northern Ireland and the setting up of a 
united Irish Republic. No, much more likely 
is it that emerging nationalism, along with 
burgeoning historical revisionism, is what is 
putting the establishment on its guard and 
inducing it to intensify its ‘intelligence’ 
operations. 

By way of an illustration from beyond 
these shores, witness a BBC news item from 
Russia last year in which a new political 
party of black-shirted members called the 
‘Russian National Forum’ was reported as 
comprising nationalists and former comm- 
unists. In the film it was impossible to tell 
which ones the ex-communists were, but as 
the participants were all healthy looking 
types the one-time reds amongst them must 
simply have been idealists who were 
unaware of the true nature of communism 
and just knuckled under what was the 
prevailing system and took it at face value. 


Surely, it is exactly this type of scenario 


which is prompting the one-worlders of all 
nations to expand their activities of ‘counter- 
insurgency’ against patriots: the black- 
mailing, the bugging, the use of double- 
agents, various types of physical and 
psychological intimidation and God knows 
what else they have dreamed up with 
assistance from the CIA, the KGB or 
Mossad. 

Of course, the plausible profile of Stella 
Rimington, the new head of MI6, has been 
seized upon in order to create an image in 
the public mind of the security services as 
bustling busy bees dedicated to guarding our 
freedoms. But does any nationalist really 
believe that MI6 serves anything other than 
the status quo of treachery? Security services 
in any state exist to give back-up to the 
policies of that state. Since the state under 
which we live has been dedicated to national 
treason for the past four or five decades, it 
would be fatuous to imagine that the purpose 
of its security services is anything other than 
the furtherance of treason — combined with 
police surveillance of those known to be 
fighting against treason. 

No, it is a safe bet that the best that can 
be said about Mrs. Rimington is that she is 
merely a high-flying bureaucrat so tied up 
with work pressures and protocol, and so 
blinded by her liberal education and back- 
ground, that political realities are far above 


Contd. overleaf 


Page nine 


RISE OF THE BRITISH 
SECRET SUBVERSIVE 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


her head and that the shrewder movers and 
sharper motives prevailing in the corridors 
of power are beyond her ken — her 
influence, at the end of the day, none little 
more than administrative. 


SELF-SERVING AGENCIES 


Security agencies, like secret societies, 
have a tendency in any age to become self- 
serving, lacking in conscience and com- 
pletely distant from their original duties. In 
an age of dominance by a covert inter- 
national money power, is it any wonder that 
these political instruments have slipped out 
of the orbit of the national interest and 


become little more than the tentacles of a 
planned New World Order? 

In the real world, to be sure, arms of 
government such as intelligence and counter- 
insurgency are entirely legitimate, and 
tactics employed to protect national security 
cannot always be lilywhite. But when pure 
treason emanates from the highest offices of 
government, law, finance and almost every 
other powerful institution one is entitled to 
ask who are the real subversives: the people 
on whom the security services maintain 
surveillance or those who man the security 
services themselves? 

Our enemies may have things in the bag 
for the present, but across the horizon the 
stormclouds are definitely gathering. It was 
Sir Isaac Newton who charged, in Law 3 of 
his famous Laws of Motion, that each action 
has an equal and opposite reaction. As it is 


in physics so it is in politics, and this 
tightening up of vigil by the liberal estab- 
lishment would not be happening if its 
national and international barometers were 
not registering a groundswell of genuine 
popular discontent against its régime — all 
potentially catastrophic for the one-world 
bandwaggon. 

Nationalists have had much to complain 
about down the years in their dealings with 
the top brass in Scotland Yard’s offices, 
from the reign of one-time Commissioner 
Newman to the present puppet Paul Condon. 
However, all this could soon pale into 
insignificance besides the anti-nationalist 
activities that may shortly be carried out 
from Britain’s two brand-new international 
police stations, located just five minutes up 
the road from the old one. 


BENDING THE LANGUAGE 


COLIN VERNON compares a sixty-year-old dictionary 
with another published last year 


THE UNIVERSAL DICTIONARY of the 
English Language is no mean volume: 
published in part form in the nineteen- 
thirties, it comprises 1,431 pages 
measuring 8¥%2in. by 11in. This gave the 
compilers room to include, somewhat 
gratuitously, ‘zitherist’ (being one who 
plays the zither) but not apparently 
sufficient space for ‘racialist’, ‘racialism’ 
or ‘racist’. It seems that in those rather 
happier days there was no need to make 
up words to pander to the susceptibilities 
of ethnic minorities. Nevertheless, in tke 
adjoining box will be found one or two 
meanings/definitions on which we might 
ponder. 

-= Note particularly, under ‘nation’, the 
reference to ‘‘ancient community of race’’ 
and ‘‘feeling themselves to be a unity.’’ 
Thus in these few lines race, nation and 
unity are indissolubly linked. Under ‘nation- 
alism’ we learn that this has to do with the 
pride and spirit of a people, and below this 
we find that a ‘nationalist? 1s one who 
asserts that spirit. The meaning ascribed to 
‘race’ uses those matter-of-fact words which 
one would expect in a sane society. But the 
link with ‘nation’ is quite obvious. ‘Ancient 
community’ and ‘one blood’ clearly pony 
closely related ideas. 

And what of the term ‘racial’ from which 
all our present-day epithets are derived? As 
might be supposed, this is nothing but a 
harmless adjective pertaining to matters 
about race: nothing perjorative in that. 
Remember, however, that this was all 
written in an age when a person might 
reasonably state a fact or give an opinion. 
‘*Some negroes make fine athletes’’ or ‘ʻI 
believe Anglo-Saxons to be intellectually 
more highly accomplished than most’’ are 
legitimate racial comments. If an especially 
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modest negro wishes to dispute my reference 
to his people’s athletic prowess, he is at 
liberty to do so. Similarly, if an Asiatic 


believes his race to be smarter than mine, he 


can put his point. 


MENTION OF DIFFERENCES 
NOW NOT ALLOWED 

Today the word ‘racial’ has a totally 
different designation. Whereas sixty years 


ago it was permissible to notice racial 
differences, now it has become almost 
criminal to acknowledge that such differ- 
ences exist. Were you aware that your 
friends and mine, the British Broadcasting 
Corporation, published a large English 
Dictionary last year? The new words and 
meanings are all there. ‘Racialism’ is said to 
be the same as ‘racism’, which is defined as 
‘‘the belief that people of particular races 
are inferior to others, and behaviour which 
is the result of this belief.’’ If, therefore, the 
comment previously made concerning the 
athletic ability of the negro could be 
construed that my own race might be 
inferior in that department, that would be a 
‘racist? comment, albeit directed against the 
British. But dear old Auntie’s dictionary 
does not of course intend itself to be taken 
that way. The BBC definition, by concen- 
trating on the alleged inferiority of particular 
races, clearly expects us to discern the 
image of the would-be nazi dictator waiting 
to seize power, and the very visible appear- 
ance of his henchmen using brutal methods 
to assist him in his persecution of innocents. 


COME-DOWN 


‘*Nation,’’ says the BBC dictionary, ‘‘is a 
country, together with its social and political 
structures. What a pathetic come-down 
from the vigorous description in the diction- 
ary from the 1930s! In fact it is no 
description at all but just a few words strung 
together to fill an awkward gap. And, if that 
was not sufficiently alarming, we go on to 
read that ‘‘Nationalist ideas or movements 
are connected with attempts to obtain 
political independence for a particular group 
of people.” Then follows a reference to 
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former French West Africa which makes it 
abundantly clear that nationalism is 
conceived as a phenomenon restricted to 
Third World countries shaking off the bonds 
of colonialism. This monstrosity of a 
‘dictionary’ cannot admit that healthy 
‘nationalist move-ments exist in several 
Western European states. No doubt, if asked 
to describe these the authors would designate 
them as ‘nazi’. 


ERA OF HONESTY 


No-one quarrelled with the descriptions of 
these terms offered by the older diction-ary 
at the time they were written. They were, 


after all, true, honest, typically British 
definitions. While the era in question was no 
paradise, at least it was not required of men 
and women that they pretend that things 
were Other than they were. Had you asked 
them whether they would like to receive 
seven million non-white immigrants into this 
country, they would probably have boxed 
your ears and recommended you to a 
suitable lunatic asylum. Twenty years later 
the answer would have been much the same 
— only, sadly, the question was never 
asked. 

It is axiomatic that, as British Nation- 
alists, we utterly reject this unwarranted 


interference with our language. As literate 
folk, we fully understand that sometimes 
meanings of words will shade slightly over 
the years, but we can never condone the 
arbitrary and wholly unjustified tampering 
with English that has taken place purely to 
suit the book of those whose loyalties, if 
they have any, are certainly not to the 
British Nation. Moreover, it is vital that we 
acquaint our youngsters with what has been 
going on. For how many of them will ever 
get an opportunity to study something like 
The Universal Dictionary of the English 
Language published in the 1930s unless we 
help by pointing the way? 


WHAT'S ON THE BOX? 


FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON digs down into the murky 
underworld of mass media propaganda and exposes a 
dangerous ‘state within the state’ 


WE ARE TOLD by TV and radio pundits 
that their essential function is to inform, 
educate and entertain. Thus, for example, 
we are informed via news items, educated 
via scientific and cultural programmes 
and (more or less) entertained by any 
number of drama, comedy, adventure and 
human interest productions. Some pro- 
grammes are obviously intended to fulfil 
only one of these three functions, whereas 
others may manage to combine two or 
even all three. 

With the unrelenting pressure to improve 
programme ‘ratings’ (i.e. the number of 
listeners/viewers), the makers of pro- 
grammes are inclined to go to almost any 
lengths to capture the public’s interest and 
esteem, and thereby improve their own 
career prospects. In defence of their frequent 
excesses, they claim to be ‘“‘reflecting the 
times we live in,’’ ‘‘serving the public 
interest’ and ‘‘exercising democratic free- 
doms.’’ But one thing is abundantly clear: 
however well or badly a particular pro- 
gramme goes down with the general public, 
its makers cannot afford to offend the pro- 
gramme sponsors or ‘media moguls’. As 
they say, he who pays the piper calls the 
tune! 

Needless to say, programme-makers 
stridently protest their professional integrity, 
impartiality and accountability — if only to 
ingratiate themselves with their employers 
by shielding them from public scrutiny. 
They challenge anyone to prove the exist- 
ence of media puppet-masters or of propa- 
gandists in the production or editorial 
hierarchy, and they can afford to do so since 
no ‘outsider’ is going to be allowed any- 
where near these operations. But this is a 
‘black box’ situation, where we can’t see 
what goes on inside but can nevertheless get 
a very shrewd idea from what goes in and 
what comes out. 


‘MEDIA MAFIA’ 


What — or more precisely who — goes 
into the management, production and edit- 
orial hierarchy behind all of our radio and 
television programmes is by itself extremely 
revealing. The most influential figures 
involved comprise what the more perceptive 
politicians and journalists have come to 
describe as ‘the Media Mafia’, posing as the 
heart and soul of the liberal consensus in 
Britain today. Many of them are politicians 
manqué, using the media to propagate 
social, economic and cultural doctrines 
which have no mandate whatsoever from the 
general public. As they see it, the world is 
no more than their studio, production set or 
film-editing room. What the public is going 
to see and hear is much if not most of the 
time a carefully scripted and artfully edited 
version of actual events in the real world 
and a carefully selected set of opinions about 
them (and you don’t have to be an active 
British Nationalist to notice that events in 
which you have been personally and closely 
involved either never happened at all or 
assume a totally different character when 
reported’ by the media mafia). 


WRONG BIAS 


So let us be absolutely clear about this: 
radio and TV broadcasters are not showing 
us the world as it really is in all its many- 
sided complexity, but a highly compressed, 
highly selective and, yes, highly opinion- 
ated report of that worid. This is not 
intended as criticism but as a simple state- 
ment of fact. Now since the broadcasting 
business is inevitably biased in its selection 
and treatment of news, as well as of its 
educational and entertainment productions, it 
would be reasonable to demand that such 
inherent bias be favourable to Britain’s 
interests, her welfare, her heritage, her 


culture, her survival. But all the evidence 
points in the opposite direction. The media 
mafia take a perverse pride in distancing 
themselves from anything remotely resem- 
bling a nationalist British viewpoint on world 
issues or a white attitude to inter-racial 
matters — taking care always to present this 
as ‘professional objectivity’ when in fact it is- 
plain old-fashioned disloyalty if not down- 
right treachery. Listening to their super- 
cilious and highly tendentious reports and 
interviews, one is bound to ask: ‘‘Just whose 
side are they on?” 

They are in fact on just about everyone’s 
side except Britain’s. They will bang the 
drum for almost everything except British 
culture, British tradition, British achieve- 
ment, British ancestry and of course British 
patriotism. Being Jewish, being black, being 
socialist, being queer — or, ideally, more 
than one of these things — is enough to 
guarantee preferment in the broadcasting 
business over the heads of thousands of 
better qualified people of genuine British 
stock and proven loyalty to British interests. 
It has already reached the stage where, as 
one of our researchers puts it, ‘‘a black 
lesbian dwarf with Marxist credentials is 
absolutely guaranteed open and frequent 
access to radio and TV studios.” By 
contrast, anyone conspicuously white and 
sexually ‘straight’, let alone British in 
ancestry, character and outlook, is never 
admitted at all except to be pilloried in some 
moronic and multi-racial ‘sniggerama’. 


NO ACCOUNTABILITY 


Given the far-reaching influence of the 
broadcasting agencies, the background, 
selection, training, loyalty and behaviour of 
their owners, directors and employees is 
every bit as important as for ministers of the 
Crown, judges, police officers and HM 
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WHAT’S ON THE BOX? 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


Forces personnel. But of course the media 
moguls are accountable to nobody as to 
whom they employ or invite as ‘guests’ onto 
their programmes. 

It is not too much to say that were this 
country to be involved in a major war with 
‘Third World’ countries on the other side a 
large proportion of media people would have 
to be interned as possible risks to national 
security, pending their expulsion. Right 


now, it would be a good thing if the nation- 


alist movement were to give high priority to 
research and investigation into the many 
broadcasting personnel whose loyalties to 
this country are in doubt and who in a future 
war might constitute a dire threat to national 
safety. 

If what — or rather who — goes into the 
media black box is enough to cast serious 


Who controls 


MEDIA \ MOGULS - 
Top left: Michael Green, the most 
powerful man in ITV; Top right: Alan © 
Yentob, boss of BBC1; Bottom right: 


Below left: Moses Žnaimer, top tip 
for head of Channel Five when it 


Grade’ s predecessor at Channel Four 
now running Covent Garden Opera. 


What do these five have in common? | | 
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doubt on media claims to impartiality and 
loyalty, what come out of the box as 
programmes are super-abundant evidence of 
a malignant culture of national subversion. 
This manifests itself in a variety of ways 


‘with more or less subtlety and implicit 


arrogance, such as:- 


@ Ostensibly ‘democratic’ programmes 
which are really designed to undermine 
public confidence in all important British 
institutions, traditions and values — from 
the monarchy and judiciary to the police, 
the traditional education system, 
marriage, good manners, civic respons- 
ibility, patriotism and much more. 

@ Aggressive multi-racialism, whereby 
Blacks are grossly over-represented in all 
kinds of programmes — as newsreaders, 
interviewees, discussion panellists, 
reporters and role-players in popular soap 
operas and advertisements. 


@ Genetic ‘revisionism’, whereby plays and 


our television? 


films attempt to portray Negroes in roles 
in which in real life they are scarcely, if 
ever, seen and for which up to now they 
have not demonstrated themselves as 
qualified, for instance as nuclear 
scientists, university professors, judges, 
senior officers in the police and armed 
services, top business executives, philo- 
sophers, artists, architects, writers, social 
reformers, bishops, statesmen and heaven 
knows what else. 


UNREAL SCENARIOS 


In recent years we have been deluged with 
TV scenarios of the following kind: a 
Tomorrow’s World feature on scientific 
developments in which a Negress was shown 
discoursing in preference to tens of 
thousands of qualified white scientists; a 
World War II drama showing Blacks 
engaged in dangerous missions inside Nazi 
Germany; frequent plays and soaps in which 
Blacks are depicted as the moral and intell- 
ectual superiors of Whites; not least, 
increasing stories in which sexual relations 
between Whites and non-Whites are port- 
rayed as unexceptionable and even admir- 
able; hospital dramas which show Blacks 
and Asians as key figures in the maintenance 
of the National Health Service, so often 
being on hand to save the lives of white 
patients. 

Thus do the TV programmers purvey a 
kind of ‘alternative reality’ in which the 
facts of history, of science, of genetics and 
of everyday life in our own times are set 
aside in order to boost the status of Afro- 
Asians and other minority groups while at 
the same time degrading and sometimes even 
humiliating white people. These broadcasters 
present us, within a fictional context, with 
ostensibly ‘typical’ situations in which 
Blacks and Asians are shown in leading 
positions in professions in which over the 
ages only white people have excelled. 
According to the programmers, the vital 
contributions of these races must now be 
asserted, having somehow been over-looked 
over the last three thousand years or so of 
recorded history. 


SENT TO CIVILISE US 


There are other ways in which TV and 
radio script-writers try artificially to elevate 
the Negro and belittle our own people. The 
former is commonly cast in the role of 
moral crusader or social reformer, struggling 
to civilise white society — the productions 
blandly ignoring the fact that criminality and 
social delinquency are far more widespread 
among members of the black community 
than among the native population. 

And There is something altogether tragi- 
comic about a black newsreader sporting a 
Robin Day-type bow tie, a distinguished 
Scottish clan name and an_ upper-class 
English accent — apparently cheerfully 
unaware of the cynical patronage of his 
employers and of the fact that he has been 
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given the job specifically because of his 
colour and not in spite of it. This is said in 
no spirit of hostility to the person in question 
but only in anger against those who have 
exploited him in pursuit of their own 
malevolent designs. 


UNWANTED INVASION 


One way or another, ethnic minorities are 
inserted into any and every radio and TV 
programme which atracts a large following, 
from The Archers and Coronation Street to 
stories about vicars in the Highlands of 
Scotland, such as in PU Take the High 
Road. We will find them in gardening 
features, natural history for children, 
classical music (through what their contrib- 
ution is in this field is rather unclear) and 
‘highbrow’ chat shows. In all these things 
they keep popping in and out of the script or 
appearing on camera regardless of their 
relevance. One can almost feel the anguish 
of the scriptwriters, trying to balance 
probable viewer and listener ratings with 
pressures from the multi-racial lobby — 
Coronation Street, as will be known, 
enjoyed huge national and international 
acclaim for decades with hardly an ‘ethnic’ 
ever appearing in it. That, however, was not 
satisfying to the battalions of the Politically 
Correct, who agitated loudly for the series to 
become suitably ‘multi-racial’, eventually 
with some degree of success. Now one 
working man’s club actually runs a book on 
how many Blacks will appear on the 
programme at next showing. 

‘Pop’ music programmes are nowadays 
usually dominated by howling and gibbering 
negroes, wholly sustained by western audio- 
visual technology and excessively over- 
indulgent programmers and presenters. 
Almost invariably, the shaggy-haired 
purveyors of this abominable noise (whether 
black or white) when appearing on chat 
shows are treated by the hosts with a 
deference, sometimes amounting to’ awe, 
which suggests that they are musical 
geniuses on a par with Bach or Beethoven! 

‘Serious discussions’ on literature, the arts 
and political and social issues include a 
grossly disproportionate number of Negroes 
and Asians with no qualifications whatever 


beyond a reasonable fluency in the English ° 


language. With millions of much more inter- 
esting and better-qualified British people to 
choose from, the amount of ‘positive dis- 
crimination’ going in radio and TV agencies 
is as embarrassing as it is patronising. 


THE ‘INTERVIEW’ 
AS PROPAGANDA 


Then there is the ‘put-down’ process, 
whereby distinguished figures in our national 
life are invited/summoned to the broad- 
casting studios to be interviewed/inter- 
rogated by some bimbo, dumbo or other 
nonentity of a TV ‘personality’. Such 
‘guests’ (note the patronage) are treated as 
so much raw material for the self-aggrand- 
isement of the interviewer, who generally 
considers himself (or herself) to be much 


more of a celebrity than the interviewee. 
Even members of the Royal Family have 
dutifully ‘performed’ in a variety of media 
stunts of this type, ostensibly bringing 
royalty to the people but in effect destroying 
those elements of respect, deference and 
mystique on which the survival of the 
Monarchy depends. 

It goes without saying that the Monarchy 
itself is not entirely blameless for permitting 
such abuses in a misguided pursuit of popu- 
larity, but the fact that they could happen at 
all is a sad enough reflection on the state of 
British society and clear enough demons- 
tration of the media moguls’ usurpation of 
power. 

The real point at issue is this: if it is seen 
by the viewing public that the most august 
personages in British society can be ‘‘put 
through their paces’? by media nobodies, 
pop singers and disc jockeys, the stature of 
the victims is unquestionably diminished in 
the public eye. Nothing demonstrates the 
over-weening arrogance of the media. mafia 
than the pipsqueak interviwer’s ‘‘I’m sorry, 
Pll have to stop you there” to an important 
guest in mid-speech, abruptly cutting to 
make way for a toilet paper advert or the 
football results. 

I would conclude with the recommend- 
ation that leaders of the nationalist 
movement in this country simply cannot 
afford to be ‘interviewed’ by these media 
hacks. Artful invitations like: ‘‘This could 
be an opportunity for you to get your 
message across’’ should be contemptuously 
dismissed, since we know only too well that, 
in the event, there is not the remotest chance 
of anything ‘‘getting across’’ which could be 
helpful to the nationalist cause. 


Of course, we shall be told that we would 
thereby be depriving ourselves of oppor- 
tunities to use the mass media for our own 
purposes. In fact we would not be. It is we 
who should be deciding for ourselves how, 
when and where we can put the mass media 
to work on our behalf. So our message to 
the media should be: ‘‘Don’t call us; we’ll 
call you.” 

And if this should result in the occasional 
doorstep or street ambush of one of our 
leaders by the media hacks, the only 
message then appropriate is: ‘‘I’ll have to 
stop you there!’’ 


EDITOR’S NOTE: This article has been 
accepted for publication because its general 
observations on the mass media meet with 
our full agreement. We must, however, point 
out to readers that the writer’s concluding 
suggestions as to how the leaders of the 
nationalist movement should deal with the 
media represent his own personal views only 
and are not endorsed by this magazine. The 
mass media, whether we like them or not, 
are part of the real world in which our 
movement has to operate if it is to gain in 
strength and influence. Boycotting them as if 
they did not exist is about as realistic as 
boycotting the electoral system which in 
Britain provides the only possible gateway to 
political power. 

I am sure that Mr. Johnson will forgive 
me if I suggest the following scenario: 
British National Party office rings BBC. 
“We have decided,” says BNP official, 
i ta our leader will go on television and 
broadcast to the nation for half an hour on 
BBC! at 9 p.m. next Friday.’ BBC repres- 
entative: ` “Very well, Sir, it shall be 
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THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


-~ An American teenager, up before the courts, has been pleading that it was a rap 
song which made him shoot a policeman. | must admit that rap songs also put me 
in a homicidal mood, though the victims in my case would be the idiots who perform 
them plus various boneheads who play them so loudly. 

The apparently relentless decline in popular music over the last half-century or so 
has been truly startling. The popular music of the 1930s and 1940s varied from the 
so-called big band sounds to crooning, from nonsense songs to Jerome Kern, and 


included the piano music of Billy Mayerl. 


Much of it was musically undistinguished. Still, it was not musically contemptible 
either. There were tunes which people could hum or whistle. The words of the 
songs, too — now so pompously called lyrics — were far more intelligent than 
today’s fare. Occasionally real wit intruded. 

The decline started during the 1950s, more or less at the same time as, and no 
doubt as a consequence of, the arrival of the electric guitar. It has been pretty well 
downhill for most of the time since then, with a descent from the banal to the 
fatuous. Electronic effects have replaced melodies. 

The words of the songs suggest the vocabulary of five-year- iid — insofar as it 


-= matters since much of the singing consists of yells and snarls, wailings and eruct- 


ations, all mixed in with the sort of grunts and groans you might expect from all-in 
wrestling. The rhythms are primitive and monotonous. The general effect is 
barbarous and ape-like. Finally comes the degradation of rap songs — by imbeciles, 
for imbeciles. 

Over a longer time-span, the decline seems much worse, since popular music, 
before it became an industry, was folk-song. That produced some of the most » 
moving, Stirring and delightful melodies known to man. Think of the stream of 
delights in The Beggar’s Opera, or the airs which inspired composers such as 
Vaughan Williams, Delius, Holst and Grainger. 

_ All that is now replaced by gibberings. Can we descend any further? : 

Andrew Alexander (DAILY MAIL, 9.7.93) 
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THE MENACE OF THE 


‘CARING’ CLASSES 


NOEL A. HUNT condemns the policy of letting potentially 
dangerous mental defectives loose in our midst 


A PRESS REPORT tells us that the 
caring Mrs. Bottomley* promises new 
controls on the mentally ill. The measures 
are said to be designed to ensure that 
schizophrenics released from hospital do 
not relapse or become dangers to the 
public or themselves. We are not told why 
they must be released, merely that it is 
‘policy’. 

It all sounds very fine until you ask 

yourself what the words actually mean. Then 
you find that they are meaningless. Comm- 
unity supervision orders — in other words 
keeping a close eye on mental defectives — 
is ruled out for specious and unconvincing 
reasons. It is the only way, short of keeping 
such people shut away, which stands the 
slightest chance of success. So it will not be 
used. 
` We learn that ‘‘orders would lay down 
conditions which patients would have to 
agree to keep.’’ It sounds fine, until one 
realises that those supervised are feeble- 
minded and do not relish detention. Doubt- 
less they would agree to anything at all to 
get their freedom. 

In view of the universal exhortations from 
pundits to ‘‘live within our means’’ and 
‘limit the public sector borrowing require- 
ment,’’ it is odd to reflect that these new 
ideas will cost money, and a lot of it. Many 
people will have to be paid to enforce the 
supervision orders; there will, too, have to 
be ‘‘key workers whose job would be to find 
out what happened to the patient if his 
actions triggered alarm bells.” More 
expense. Would it not be cheaper to keep 
the mentally ill in confinement? Have studies 
been made of comparative costs? They 
should have been. Thousands of enforcers 
and ‘key workers’, each with a diploma in 
some bogus ‘ology’, will cost a great deal, 
probably more than the cost of keeping 
patients in homes. At least let the taxpayer 
see some figures. 

All this adds up to good news and greater 
job security for professional ‘carers’. But it 
makes sad reading for that endangered 
species, the taxpayer. 


NEED FOR STERILISATION 

The main point has not been addressed; 
nor has the vital question been asked. It is 
this: Will these mentally ill people be 
sterilised before they are turned loose on an 
uncaring and purely notional ‘community’? 
If they are not sterilised, it is certain that the 
females will be sexually abused. They may 
have large numbers of children. Each of 
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these will be — can only be — feeble- 
minded. And unless they are sterilised there 
is nothing to prevent the males fathering 
children, all equally feeble-minded. Thus, 


“not only can the problem never be solved, it 


can only grow worse as the number of the 
afflicted grows ever larger. Again, good 
news for the caring classes, bad news for the 
taxpayer. | 

_ As long ago as 1920, Poppenoe and 


HEALTH 
MINISTER 
BOTTOMLEY 
Professional 
‘carer’ surr- 


ounded by 
sociologists 


Johnson (in Applied Genetics, New York) 
complained that: ‘‘the physical, mental and 
moral cripples are carefully preserved at 
public expense... the insane is discharged as 
‘cured’... the feeble-minded child is 
painfully educated... in short, the undesir- 
ables of the race, with whom the bloody 
hand of natural selection would have made 
short work early in life, are now nursed 
along to old age.’’ How refreshing to read 
such robust and politically incorrect common 
sense. Poppenoe and Johnson wrote of a 


SCHIZOPHRENIC KILLER 
Christopher Clunis, pictured above, 
stabbed a man to death after being 
released from a mental home — despite a 
long history of violence. 


racially homogeneous society. In the multi- 
racial disaster area that is Britain today (or 
America for that matter) the situation is 
much, much worse. 

Caring Mrs. Bottomley’s proposals are 
typical of what must be expected when a 
lump in the throat is allowed to usurp the 
functions normally performed by the brain. 
It may be held that to keep the mentally ill 
pent up in asylums, or at least to sterilise 
those who are let out, is ‘insensitive’, 
‘uncaring’, unethical and probably immoral. 
But what is far more immoral is to let these 
defectives loose on society whereby they can 
reproduce and increase their numbers.. What 
is yet more immoral still is to allow them 
freedom in cases where they may well kill 
innocent people, as did schizophrenic Chris- 
topher Clunis, who after being released back 
into the ‘community’ last year stabbed a man 
to death. 


FOLLIES OF THE 
‘COMPASSIONATE’ 


It is certain, however, that common sense 
over these matters will not prevail. For one 
thing, it means adopting politically incorrect 
thinking. For another, it means risking a 
loss of votes among the mindless and the 
sentimental — just part of the heavy price 
that the idiocy of universal suffrage exacts. 
We shall have cant and hypocrisy in 
abundance; but never will logic and realism 
be allowed a voice. It was the prevalence of 
this emotion-charged substitute for real 
thought which led Nietzsche to ask: ‘‘For 
what has caused more suffering than the 
follies of the compassionate?’’ To bring this 
up to date one might add: ‘°‘... or has cost 
the taxpayer more?’’ 

We know exactly what the results of these 
‘bold new initiatives’ will be because many 
case histories are available. The case of the 
Jukes family is instructive and typical. It 
was studied in detail in 1877 and again in 
1915. We learn that: ‘‘From one lazy 
vagabond named Jukes, born in 1720, whose 
two sons married five degenerate sisters, six 
generations numbering about 1,200 persons 
of every grade of idleness, viciousness, 
lewdness, pauperism, disease, idiocy, 
insanity and criminality were traced. Of the 
seven generations... 310 were professional 
paupers, kept in almshouses a total of 2,300 
years; 440 were physically wrecked by their 
own ‘diseased wickedness’; more than half 
the women fell into prostitution; 130 were 
convicted criminals; 60 were thieves; seven 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead ' 
POBox 1.07 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: I have enclosed some newspaper 
cuttings which may be of interest concerning 
the run-down of the local defence industry. 
You may be aware that British Aerospace 
transferred the work on the HS146 aircraft 
to a consortium set up in Taiwan. It was 
explained that this aircraft was not selling 
and that the interests of the company would 
be best served if the project could be sold 
off to a buyer with lower labour costs. More 
British workers thrown on the scrapheap! 
British Aerospace has now entered into 
another contract with a consortium set up in 
Indonesia. This will not bring any work to 
the local factories, which are scheduled to 
lay off nearly 2,000 employees this year. No 
doubt the banks that are financing this deal, 
and the directors of BAe, will do well out of 
it, but the workers will only get dole money. 
‘Similarly, Rolls Royce are in trouble, 
having sacked 700 workers in June. Another 
1,000 are to go within the next year. 
Somewhat misguidedly, I bought 148 BAe 
shares when the company was privatised. I 
recently received a voucher in respect of 
interest paid for the half-year ending 
December 31st 1992. I got 52p! I had paid 


£150 for my investment. On a similar — 


outlay, the banks who finance the company 


would have received £22.50 with no risks - 


whatsoever, being able to take over the 

whole of the assets of BAe if the company 

failed. Surely there must be something 

wrong with a system that allows the banks to 
wax fat while everyone else loses? 

F.T. TANNER 

Bristol 


SIR: You ask for comments about the 
growing number of Blacks in the ‘England’ 
soccer XI. At the moment the team is an 
absolute national disgrace. In a recent match 
against an equally disgraceful Holland, no 
fewer that five Negroes wore the England 
shirt, and none of them did it justice. 
Graham Taylor has a multitude of brilliant 
white players from which to select his team; 
but I fear that, as in most sports today, the 
lunatic multi-racialists are setting the tempo 
as to who plays for England/Britain. 

With regard to the broader question of 
black and white athletic prowess, may I 
mention the Berlin Olympics of 1936, when 


the Germans, through thorough physical and 
mental preparedness, were able to win more 
medals than any of the other competing 
nations — and this was with an all-white 
olympic team. This was achieved by means 


' of a nationally organised physical fitness 


programme for the whole population and by 


|. the generous sponsorship of the best athletes 


so as to enable them to train properly at 
their respective events. The kind of pro- 
gramme the Germans had then is the pro- 


_ gramme we need today to achieve sporting 


success for Britain. 
SIMON SMITH 
Ilkeston, Derbys. 


SIR: Three cheers for Israeli President Ezer 
Weizmann! 

At a recent gathering to celebrate the 
Israeli capture of East Jerusalem, he told 
Jewish leaders from around the world 
(including Judge Israel Finestein of the 
‘Board of Deputies of British Jews’ that 
inter-racial marriage was harmful to the 
Jewish people. Perhaps even more import- 
antly, he said that all Jews should make 
Israel their home. Now who would argue 
with that? 

JAMES KERRIGAN 
Bideford, Devon 


SIR: Perhaps the Government does have a 
transport policy after all — forced upon it by 
its need to find £5 billion annually to cover 
the debts caused by the recession resulting 
partly from its commitment to the ERM. 

Stage 1: Invest pitifully inadequate 
resources in the railway network, making it 
the most impoverished in Europe. 

Stage 2: Privatise the railways, leading 
(almost certainly) to the shutting down of the 
vast majority of unprofitable but essential 
lines — all under private owners who have 
purchased their franchises from the Govern- 
ment at prohibitive prices. 

Stage 3: Force more freight and passenger 


traffic onto the motorways. 

Stage 4: Tax motorway travel — to add to 
huge fuel taxes. 

And the effects of all this? More cash to 
the Treasury at the cost either of a huge 
increase in business and private costs, or the 
reclogging of A and B roads, to relieve 
which the motorways were built in the first 
place. _ 

How about putting people back to work 
building roads, canals and railways? I 
suppose that’s fascist! 

UNIVERSITY STUDENT 
Wales 


SIR: I have been a supporter of the BNP 
since the party’s inception. Being an avid 
reader, I have over the years read large 
quantities of literature produced by this and 
other nationalist parties. Rarely, however, 
have I come across such an outstanding 
publication as the NO to Maastricht and NO 
to Europe! booklet which was issued 
recently. It concisely and cogently draws 
together the many strands of the vitally 
important European Community debate into 
a highly informative yet very readable study 
which is unanswerable in its truthfulness and 
logic. If only it were widely available to the 
general public in our libraries and news- 
agents I am certain that great numbers of 
people would be converted to our position 
on the EC, then hopefully with to our other 
policies as well. 
M. RALPH 
Epsom, Surrey 


SIR: Regarding the outcry over the recent 
serial murders of homosexuals, may I quote 
John Junor, who writing in The Mail on 
Sunday, 20.6.93, said that most freely 
roaming homos are themselves potential 
murderers, since they carry the AIDS. 
infection. So what about that!" 
C. FARRER 
Peterborough, Cambs. 
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B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE-(TEL. 081 316 4721) 


154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP 
NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY 10 A.M. TO 5.30 P.M. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 


CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 


collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 

BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BLOOD GROUPS AND RACE» (Roger Pearson) 
65p. Describes how races are identifiable by their blood 
group patterns by means of classification techniques. 
2nd ed. 1966, 36pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 

62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureau-cracy. 

1990, 19pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 

1987, 591pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

DEALING IN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA» (Dr. Michael F. 
Connors) £2.50. The writer destroys the fallacy of a 
warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist vite 
28pp. 

DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted woridwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 


'— and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 


Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order. Money should 
be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service only and not included in remitt- 
ances sent for other items: Orders are likely to be 
dealt with more quickly if BNP Book Service is 
marked on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with stars. 


edition 1981, 613pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £12 hard- 


back. Mostly written by the BNP leader in prison, this 


is the book all nationalists have waited for. The most 
comprehensive presentation yet to appear of the case for 
British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 


& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 


EUGENICS AND RACEx (Roger Pearson) 65p. A 


_ selection of articles from Northern World magazine, 


showing that heredity is the basis for the study of both 
race and eugenics. 2nd ed. 1966, 42pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ‘‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989; 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 12Spp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
4Spp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
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War 
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well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. ; 
HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE . 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 

£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 

illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 

1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 

ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 

ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 

destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 

revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 
defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world communism. 
1990, xvii, 364pp. 

INNOCENT IN DACHAUx (Joseph Halow) £13.00. 
A‘revisionist view of the Dachau war crimes trials by a 
Lebanese American who served as a court reporter. The 
book is based on the author’s own experiences and on 
subsequent archival research. 1993, IV, 337pp. 


1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 
chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 

(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 

” modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983,- 
pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 


LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000x (Colin Jordan) £1.00. 
A fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white péople under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 


MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
AMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
-75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- | 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 


creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 


OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 


under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 


PLOT AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA, THE» (Klaus 
D. Vaque) £17.00. A successful first-generation South 
African businessman exposes the international forces 
bent on the destruction of his country, and shows that 
civil rights are not the real motivation. 1989, 244pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race means and 
how the concept has affected human thinking. A special- 
ist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 


weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard authority 
on the most important secret societies undermining civil- 
isation and Christianity in the 200 years up to the early 
1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 419pp. 
SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 


£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination for 


a 


Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THEx 
(George Kunupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work 
by a distinguished Russian author dealing with the 
communist and financial conspiracies and showing the 
link between the two. 1986, 240pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 

TOO BRIGHT THE VISION?» (Arthur Lewis) 
£7.99. The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who 
upheld the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in 
Rhodesia. Despite being born in the UK, the author had 
the honour of being barred from this country by the 
Wilson régime. 1992, viii, 279pp. 

TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. An illustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 


many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 


UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 


UNHOLY ALLIANCE, THE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


USES OF RELIGION, THE hahen Revilo P. Oliver) 


£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBTx 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. 


WHICH WAY, WESTERN MAN? (William G. 
Simpson) £6.00. A work of outstanding philosophical. 
importance based on a lifetime’s study and thought. The 
author was a former Christian liberal who through 
experience turned right away from liberalism and 
embraced the teachings of Nietzsche. Even if the reader 
does not agree with all his religious opinions, the book 
is well worth reading for its account of the author’s 
political awakening. Enthusiastically reviewed in 
Spearhead when it first appeared. 1978, xii, 758pp. 
ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THEx (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 
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Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
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Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 
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need: is. Get Britain back to work — join the BNP now! 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY ] 


British National Party. 78p post-free. 
Fight Back! 


British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 78p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 28p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 


Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between 
BNP Devon Branch and party headquarters: 58p post- 


free. 


The Enemy Within 

This, the latest BNP booklet, is about the role of the 
BBC as a weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet 
comprises the text of an official complaint by the party 
to the Broadcasting Complaints Commission following 


the odious Public Eye programme shown in January 


1993. Although the complaint is about one specific TV 


programme, its general drift could be said to apply to a 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 
radio. 43p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 48p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Rebuild Britain NOW! New leaflet produced to spear- 
head the latest phase in the party’s recruiting campaign. 
Deals mostly with measures needed to revive the British 


Contd. overleaf 
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economy and restore full employment, but also mentions 
the effect on British jobs of the coloured invasion. 
Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed 
for recent BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and Spring 
1993 recruitment campaign. Gives brief account of best- 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. | 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate's name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 


race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000,. with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally 92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 
Rally °87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 


Rally ’82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future’. Speeches by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain's economic crisis’. 
Tyndall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The case for 
nationalism’; (2) ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War ID. 

Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Why we 
must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 
community’. 

Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The way to 
full employment’; (2) ‘The racial time-bomb’. 


Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
34p p&p. 


Allied publications 


We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £12.00 per year; 
Overseas £15.00 per year; U.S.A $25.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FOR SALE: Nationalist literature from the 
‘60s, ‘70s and ’80s. Send SAE to Box 678, 
Spearhead. 


NEW V.H.S. VIDEO CASSETTE! 


Race and Reality (with Dr. William Pierce). 
Dr. Pierce, National Alliance Chairman and 
editor of National Vanguard, is the guest on 
this live one-hour television programme, 
discussing the National Alliance: and its 
policies and activities and why, ultimately, 
our cause will triumph: “What we represent 
iS a natural order, and what they represent 
is unnatural and corrupt. In the end we will 
win.” Good quality. £8.99 post-paid. 
Cheques/POs only to Life Rune Books, BCM 
Box 6089, London WC1N 3XX. Send two 
first class stamps or IRCs for our latest 
catalogue of books and tapes. 


| BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 48p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 
(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 + 93p post 
25 copies £6.60 + £3.15 post 
50 copies £12.00 + £4.10 post 
100 copies £21.00 + £4.65 post 
150 copies £30.00 + £5.35 post 
200 copies £36.00 + £6.25 post 
300 copies £50.40 + £7.80 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £7.80 post 

500 copies £78.00 by Roadline 


Cheques/posial orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 
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BOOKS 


Monopoly of Credit (by C.H. Douglas) £3.00 

Britain First! (Rport of the peace rally at 
Earls Court, 1939) £2.00 

Out of Step (Autobiography of Arnold 

~ Leese) £4.70 

Norse Poems (by W.H. Auden & Paul B. 
Taylor) £7.85 

Full lists on request from Steven Books, 10 

Lincoln Way, Enfield, Middlesex EN1 1TE. 


BNP subscriptions going up 


As from 1994, British National Party 
members’ subscriptions are being 
increased to £20.00 a year. As in the past, 
OAPs and students will qualify for 50 per 
cent reductions. In addition, the rules are 
being changed so as to allow a similar 50 
per cent reduction for unemployed 
members. Remember when you renew! 


MOSLEY — MOSLEY — MOSLEY 


Special Commemorative Edition 


photos). 


Sir Oswald Mosley 


ACTION 


2 No. 222 ("eggan "BRITAIN FIRST” Juse 6, 1940 


Sir Oswald Mosley’s famous 
newspaper - his life, work, spec- 
tacular rallies and marches. (Many 


One Air Mail Copy - send 3 “International Postal Reply Coupons.” 


40 Copies - 5 pound note. 
100 Copies - 10 pound note. 
250 Copies - 20 pound note. 


Order From: THE TRUTH AT LAST 


P. O. Box 1211 


Marietta, GA 30061, U.S.A. 


NOTTINGHAM was 
the venue of a highly 
successful British Nat- 
ional Party organisers and activists’ 
conference on July 10th. The conference 
was called to explain and co-ordinate the 
latest phase of the party’s development 
strategy. Attendance was by special invit- 
ation, and just over 100 were present. 
After John Morse (chairman for the day) 
had opened the meeting, Campaigns Director 
Eddy Butler spoke on the achievements of 


THE MENACE OF THE 


‘CARING’ CLASSES 
(Contd. from page 14) 


were murderers; only 20 learned a trade, ten 
of these in state prison, and all at a state 
cost of $1,250,000.” By the year 1915... 
the clan numbered 2,820 individuals. About 
the year 1880 the clan had scattered widely, 
but change of environment had made no 
material change in their natures, for they 
still showed ‘‘the same feeble-mindedness, 
indolence, licentiousness and dishonesty... 
despite the fact of their being surrounded by 
better social conditions.’’ (Lothrop Stoddard 
in The Revolt Against Civilisation, 1922) 
Humanists, social scientists and social 
engineers will read with dismay that the evil 
Jukes clan did not mend their ways even 
‘‘despite the fact of their being surrounded 
by better social conditions.’’ It is an article 
of faith with such people that man is 
basically good, made bad only by a poor 
environment; change that and, hey presto, 
you have changed human nature. The case 
of the Jukeses, and a very small acquaint- 
ance with the real world, will show that 
human nature is not so easily changed. 


But. no amount of factual evidence will 


deter the caring Mrs. Bottomley and her 
sociologist advisers. We shall have the 
unsterilised feeble-minded in our midst at no 
matter what cost to our pockets and our 
social fabric. What is even more depressing 
is that thousands will applaud her for what 
she is doing. ‘‘Whom the gods wish to 
destroy they first make mad.”’ 


* For the information of our overseas readers, 


Mrs. Virginia Bottomley is current Health 


Minister in the Major Government. 


the previous phase of the campaign and the 
goals of the coming one. He was followed 
by David Bruce, who gave a lively and at 
times highly amusing talk on the subject of 
dealing with the mass media. Eddy Butler 
then returned to speak about preparation for 
coming elections. Then came Richard 
Edmonds, who spoke about activity ‘in the 
front line’. 

There followed a 
question time. Finally, 
BNP leader John Tyn- 
dall gave a morale- 
boosting address 
calling for greater 
commitment from all 
activists and speaking 
of the tremendous 
prospects for the BNP 
in the future. 

A video film was 
made of the event, ans 
this will be made 
available on loan, 
through application, to 
party regions and 


On right: Richard Edmonds speaks about 
new leaflet. Above left: John Tyndall in 
midst of final call to battle. 


SECOND-HAND BOOKS 


Please donate any unwanted 
second-hand books of a suitable nature 
to the new second-hand book section 
of the BNP Bookshop. Contact 081 
316 4721 for details. | 


TRAINING SEMINAR 


Training seminar for party officers and 
activists: Central London, August 
12th, in the evening. Subject: Political 
strategy and tactics. Speakers: Richard 
Edmonds and Eddy Butler. For details 
contact your local organiser or ring 
081 316 4721 nearer the date. 


The first seminar last month, add- 
ressed by John Tyndall on the topic of 
leadership, was a great success and 
was of considerable benefit to all who 
attended, Make sure you come to this 
one! 


Successful leadership conference 


branches for playing to those not present. 

All those attending the event to whom we 
have spoken agreed that it was a most 
valuable meeting and that such meetings 
should be held more often. 


WHAT'S ON THE BOX? 
(Contd. from page 13) 


arranged. We’ll send the Director General’s 
Rolls Royce to collect him at 7.30. Please let 
us know if you have any further require- 
ments. ”’ 

It’s a nice thought, and it may one day 
happen. But at the present moment we have 
to eat somewhat humbler pie and exploit 
what openings the media offer us at their 
own convenience and their own discretion. 
Of course their object is to do us down, but 
that doesn’t mean they have to succeed. I do 
not regard David Bruce’s recent interview 
on Heart of the Matter programme as being 
a failure to ‘‘get across anything which 
could be helpful to the nationalist cause.’’ 
Nor probably would most of our readers. 
J.H.T. | 
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_ ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 
PO Box 390, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB8 3BA 
CROYDON & MERTON 
PO Box 301, Carshalton, 
Surrey SM5 4QW 
SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
: PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 


WATFORD 
BM Box 1245, London WCIN 3XX 


MILTON KEYNES 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 


BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WCIN 3XX 


ISLE OF WIGHT | 
PO Box 7, Ventnor, I.0.W. PO38 1RA 


DEVON 
PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT _ 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 
list of the main units. 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 
PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 


DERBY 
PO Box 249, Derby DE21 9EG 


CHESTERFIELD 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


WARRINGTON 
c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 


ROCHDALE 
PO Box 118, Rochdale, 
Lancs. OL16 1AH 


OLDHAM 
PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 


The BNP also has units in Hounslow & 
Staines, Redbridge, Barking & Dagenham, 
Southend-on-Sea, Isle of Sheppey, Reading, 
Gloucestershire, Bristol & Bath, Bourne- 
mouth, Stevenage, Bedford, Stourbridge, 
Coventry, Grantham, Ilkeston, North Wales, 
Bolton & Bury, Batley, Hull, York, Skipton, 
Tees-side, Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, 
Cumbernauld, Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, 
Cumnock (Ayrshire), Inverness and Belfast. 
If you want to make contact with any of these 
units, or start-a new unit, please write to 
BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. 


BLACKBURN 
PO Box 149, Blackburn, 
Lancs. BB2 2UQ 


BURNLEY 
PO Box 169, Burnley, Lancs. BB10 3AP 


NELSON & COLNE 

Flat 2, 18 Walton Street, Colne, 
Lancs. BB8 OEN 
BLACKPOOL 

PO Box 53, South Shore, 
Blackpool FY4 1FS 


LEEDS 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 

PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 
HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
TODMORDEN 

c/o PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 

TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 
CUMBRIA | 

PO Box 7, Ulverston, Cumbria LA12 8LX 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


WEST LOTHIAN 
PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 


GLASGOW 
PO Box 85; Glasgow G3 8UL 
NORTHERN IRELAND 


PO Box 20, Portadown, 
Co. Armagh BT62 3PX 


Victory in court: Tyndall and Edmonds win appeal! 


A VITALLY IMPORTANT VICTORY was won 
in the High Court in London on June 23rd, when 
a panel of two judges allowed an appeal by BNP 
Chairman John Tyndall and National Activities 
Organiser Richard Edmonds on a point of law 
arising out of convictions at Wimbledon 


Magistrates’ Court, upheld on appeal at Kingston > 


Crown Court last year. 
_ The case arose when the two were digia for 


failing to remove BNP publicity material put on 
public display in Mitcham by persons unknown. 
The defence of the two was that the material was 
placed without their knowledge or consent. The 
High Court judges ruled that both knowledge and 
consent were required to establish responsibility 
for the display. 

The case has now been referred back to 
Kingston Court for further consideration, and the 


two BNP leaders are due to appear before the 
appeal judge there shortly. When the outcome is 
known, an announcement will be made on the 
legal situation concerning future uses of display 
material. 

In the meantime the Legal Fund, bears to 
finance this appeal, has met its target and is now 
closed. The party is deeply grateful to all who 
contributed. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- 


P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to: 081 316 4721) 
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